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hn , f aul c °PVyighted this surprised me. That he waote it when he is doing a 

book likewise surprised. A second look at the title made me wonder if it is Jfob 

m h ® ° hurch cormitt ee, of which this is the summary. 

1 3 d ^ less than hrif* This small redaction, which is too small for my eyes 

makes more continuous reading unwise. However, I'm confident this is intended^ ’ 

L°tL C +h ,iatte9 “*? nad . reached that conclusion before I'd gone more than a ^ew~ rages 
ater there are clear indicates he presupposes someone will subpoena records tfaS he 
can t possibly expect to get. If they can be subpoened that easily. And If IlfSi Tt 
' f 175 4t ±S n ° t a Very 300(1 » is careless, superfiSat sStlLS 

factJf? leSSn /R S f ld , minor errors > immaturities and non sequeturs and even a gross 
actual error. (Re Hunt and the organization of the CRC. The truth is as ocnosite what 

deliberate. ) 3 P ° SSil:,le ' 1 can 8 t him forgetting and I can t image it being 

nlctu^ he f es .“ t0 ® Uch cra P> like the NYReview article and the so-called tramp 
pictures is also indicative of a committee audience. ^ 

There are indication of haste, as in the absence of footnotes where one knowing 
Saul would expect them.(otepka is an example, one of many.) knowing 

There seems to be a very big difference between Paul the researcher and Paul +h« 
anal ust/wri ter. I haven't marked all the dubious and questionable fo rmula t ions but 

L™ 8 ”“f <=“ *» U thi= Lienee. 

at-H+nJo L to ° mucd 1 03X1 * get to doing to offer to intervene and Paul's 
IpSSch. E3 13 sugeesti0n ' ould “ake him more Prussian in his 

_ u - h ^f S 7 de f’ he 'draws heavily on my work and manages to avoid it. His compulsion is 
such that wners he can't avoid WW I? he credits- the WxPost with carts of it where it 
mereiy quoted from it. His stuff would be much stronger on LHO 's* security IlealSce 
544 CaW™ Polished work. But he apparently can't, as he also can't credit (like 
544 amp/o31 Lafayette.) I m sure you've spotted more, going back to WW. I don't —allv 

J " thls is tended for a cSSftee, the dishoneS puSS 

f .^ d "■ airly obvlous '’ 1 stil l don't care except that it is a rather poor reflection 
of Paul'd genuineness or his emotional problme(s). rejection 

unawaS 5* ^ ere ±S t0 kn0W when he doesn s t and he is entirely 

where I stopped temporarily,™?, SosHr^p 8 pitof 

11 is for - is - - 

+ ' ii: ±a *°Z a committee the focus on the CIA is bad doctrine and dangerous. It 

. f . t ° 4 .f 2:C ^i| at / : the PBI ' to which he pays scant attention. Yet the mandates all 
include the FBI. (Maybe he'll have another opus?) niandates all 

workiS^n^B^S bad ’ 1;Uce / el °f7;. 0sw ald was engaged in activity for the FPCC; 
orking for Bannister, presuming the Mexican police only surveilled the Hus skies. 

-'ll g e-c back to this in daylight?, marking moew than writing you for I see no 
purpose in any elaborate analyst I will not cross Paul if he hL Ilde lontlS with 

-J ere / S n ° *** t27±ng t0 3et *» b0 examiS hSsell! l"^ nTer 
known^him to do it and with his bowels in an uproar it would just make more trouble 0 " 

iS thS “ ° f tidn§ a comaittee wants, it may well be the best they'll 
S t *J h . 2 ’° r f, ^ not for the Eost Part very serious. Hwoever, they'll have the effect 
of reducing willingness to make any real investigation and underminecredibility 



